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Sir: 

In response to the Final Office Action mailed October 31, 2005, Applicant 
respectfully requests the Examiner to reconsider the finality of the Final Office Action 
mailed October 31, 2005 and withdraw the finality. 

Applicants filed an RCE on August 15, 2005 with an Amendment and Response 
to Office Action in which claim 1 was amended to clarify that that the first portion of the 
processor comprises a real-time event circuit to initiate execution of a real-time event 
handler. Applicants also amended independent claims 14, 19 and 20 to clarify that during 
the processing of the event, the wireless communication protocol is maintained and a 
high-level portion of baseband processing associated with the wireless communication 
protocol is performed by the processor independent of the operating system." 
042390.P 10783 



The Examiner pointed to no teaching in the cited art for the limitations added to 
independent claims 14, 19 and 20 in the Final Office Action mailed on October 31, 2005. 

In addition, arguments were made to the effect that the cited art, and, in particular, 
Bollella does not teach a processor having a first portion to process real-time events and a 
second portion to process non real-time events. The Examiner, however, appears to have 
misinterpreted Applicants' argument to mean that Bollella does not teach a processor and 
that Bollella and Brown do not teach the use of real-time and non real-time events. It is 
clear firom the pending claims and the arguments made in both the Amendment and 
Response to Office Action mailed on August 15, 2005 and the accompanying 
Amendment and Response to Office Action that this is not Applicants' argument. 

Applicants respectfully submit that they have made a good faith effort to define 
the invention in the claims and clearly distinguish the currently pending claims fi'om the 
cited art. Thus, Applicants respectfiiUy submit that the finality of the Office Action 
mailed October 31, 2005 was premature and request withdrawal of the finality of the 
Office Action. 

As Applicants have responded to the Final Office Action by filing a RCE to avoid 
abandonment and unnecessary extension fees. Applicants also request a refimd of the fees 
associated with the filing of the RCE. 

The Examiner is invited to contact Marina Portnova at (408) 720-8300. 

DEPOSIT ACCOUNT AUTHORIZATION 

Authorization is hereby given to charge our Deposit Account No. 02-2666 for any 
charges that may be due. Furthermore, if an extension is required, then Applicant hereby 
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requests such extension. 



Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP 

Dated: Janaury 31, 2006 

Marina Portnova 
Reg. No. 45,750 



12400 Wilshire Boulevard 
Seventh Floor 

Los Angeles, CA 90025-1026 
(408) 720-8300 
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